ETYMOLOGICAL   MEANING   OF   IDEALISM
sided, and its systematic nature would be destroyed by what is
left out. The impact of the latter upon it will let loose contradic-
tions, which would gradually dissipate the whole system. That is
why idealism in the course of its development recognized one fact
after another, brought forward in criticism by its opponents, and
Incorporated them into its system. We have to understand how
this has been accomplished, and how the result reached affects its
original principles and presuppositions.
V
ETYMOLOGICAL  MEANING  OF  IDEALISM
Even to answer the questions: When can idealism appear in the
history of thought? What are the conditions of its appearance?,
we have to know what is meant by idealism. But as what is called
idealism assumed many phases, the conditions of each differing
from those of others, we shall be moving in a circle if we take
idealism in any one of its phases, and treat its conditions as the
conditions of idealism in general. There seems to be, therefore, no
other recourse than beginning our enquiry with the help of
etymology, though it cannot be of use all through our enquiry.
It is said that the word idealism is derived from two words, idea
and jideal. Almost all idealist philosophers reject idealism as'The
theoryTEat advocates some abstract impracticable ideal, as it has
nothing to do with philosophy. Some like Calderwood accept that
idealism, in its widest sense, interprets the universe in terms of
some ideal scheme, that is, in terms of perfection. But in fact,
every philosophy has its ideal and an ideal scheme of explanation,
its standard of explanation, and has therefore to be called idealism
in this sense. For example, Bradley and Bosanquet use coherence
or organic unity as the standard of truth; but, as Pratt tells us,
some realists like Alexander also use it, and for that reason have
to be called idealists. And Croce's contention that every philosophy
in view of its using an idea as its principle of explanation, is
idealism, may have to be accepted as well. But then even material-
ism would be idealism, and it would be unnecessary to know what
idealism is. But suppose the materialist admits that his principle
is upt matter itself but the idea of matter, and is prepared to
accept all the implications of that admission; that is, if he admits
that the principle of philosophy is always a concept, which belongs
to reason or thought, and so reason or thought or that to which